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produce a not wholly desirable military instrument At the same
time, it is the most powerful land instrument politically possible to
us. We can't have tie fair-sized standing army which would be a
more efficient base on which to build, because our people dislike the
idea. We may, on the contrary, be able to sell them the conscript
denial of liberty on the plea that it is 'democratic' because it is in
line with the 'all men are or ought to be equal' idea. The habit of
compulsory service will in time make our people more war minded.
In war it will at least give us a start toward furnishing a powerful
striking force, and it will make it politically easier to regulate war-
time wages of labor. In peace it wfll take a lot of young men off die
labor market, which will help to keep wages up.**

Except one, all the imaginary statements just quoted are either
wholly or at least partly true. The one exception is the assertion
about the necessity for large foreign markets forcibly controlled.
That necessity may or may not exist, but at any rate is not a proved
fact. It has been set down here because it can be sincerely believed
and is in fact believed by not a few sensible people.

The writer, for one, believes no such thing. Even though imperi-
alism be the path of least resistance for a highly industrialized soci-
ety, it is not the only path. Given the difference between American
wages and prices and those of other countries, it is at least as likely
that imperialism would be a losing rather than a 'winning game*
The wealth which we as a nation have already achieved should
argue^in favor of a moderate nationalism, neither isolated from the
rest of mankind nor intent upon domineering over other peoples.

A capital point in favor of economic nationalism, protected by a
considerable tariff and by restricted immigration, is that it requires
no conquest of other peoples and no policy of threatening them if
they do not choose to buy from us. Consequently, among other
advantages, nationalism demands no top-heavy army raised fay
peacetime compulsory training. By our not seeking power over for-
eign peoples our young men can retain power over themselves. Even
as a cold-blooded business proposition, it might be better to ding to
our own liberties rather t^W to throw them away in the hope of
destroying those of others.

Everyone knows that today many people either love compulsion
for its own sake or at least do not much dislike it Some are happiest
when domineering over multitudes, Many millions of improvident